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TO THE 
AUTH 0 R 


OF T HE 


CONFESSIONAL, 


8 T N. * 
H E retirement in which I live afs 
fords me little opportunity of ſeeing 
any books, except the few which I 
have at home; and when 1 conſult them as 
cited or referred to in your learned Confeſ- 
ſonal, and either can not find what is alledged, 
or find it totally different in them, I am. not a 
little perplexed. Your character and ſtrict ad- 
herence to probity and truth conſidered, how 
can I account for ſuch variation, but by ſup- 
poſing, till the difficulty is cleared up to me, 
that my editions of the authors in queſtion are 
extremely faulty, and perhaps not genuine? 


B I WILL 


0 THE AUTHOR OF 


I w take-the liberty to inſtance in fome 
of the doubtful paſſages of my books; and 
then to mention to you a few things in the 
late edition of your own Work, which — 
no*leſs apc p˖4d.. | 


You tell us, p. 'xxix. 6f the preface to the 
firſt edition, that King Charles II. promiſed, in 
+ Declaration from Breda, two things concern- 
ing religion; the firſt of which was, A quite 
© new * of the Church of Engiqns.” 


©” In all the copies which T have of this Decla- 
ration, the whole of what the King promiſed 
concerning region is * in * 


N en 


« 'Anp becauſe the baden and Nusclam 
c "Yeriefs of the times have produced ſeveral 
we opinions in religion, by which men are en- 
« yayed in parties and animoſitics agafnſt each 
other; which, When they ſhall hereafter 
'« ufite in a freedom of conVerſation, will be 
< compoſed or better underftood ; We do de- 
« Clare à liberty to tender conſciences; and 
« that no man ſhall be — or called in 
a te queſtion 
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« queſtion for differences of opinion in matter 
« of religion, which do not diſturb the peace 
« of the kingdom; and that we ſhall be ready 
« to conſent to ſuch an Act of Parliament, as 
% upon mature deliberation ſhall be offered to 
 us,. for the full granting that indulgence.” 


A large and comprehenſive Taleration, which 
you mention as the King's ſecond promiſe, is 
here indeed declared. But where do we meet 
with the rt, A quite new model of the Church of 
England ? I have ſearched, and fearched for it 
in vain, in all my books, which give us the De- 
claration from Breda, 


Bur I fear this is not the only royal Declara- 
tion, of which my copies are very imperfect. 


A Declaration is prefixed to the Thirty- nine 
Articles, which you doubt whether to aſcribe 
to James I, or Charles I, but ſeem rather incli- 
able to think it was {et forth by the former. 


HEeyYLIN in his Life of Laud, p. 188. has 
publiſhed this Declaration at length as King 
Charles's, referring in the margin to Bibl. 

OE” _— —_. 
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Reg. Sect. 4. Num. 3. He gives alſo a very full 
and diſtin& account of the occaſion, the time, 
and ne A 


Pr Ar ERE likewiſe in his Appeal to the 095 | 
pel, probably written very ſoon after the Decla- 
ration came forth, refers to it as s King Charles's, 
and quotes the words of it“: 


- Moxzoven the King's moſt excellent 
ee Majeſty that now is, in his Declaration, com- 
« manding that all further curious ſearch be 
« laid afide, willeth that Theſe diſÞutes be ſhut 
up an God's promiſes, as they be generally ſet 
 « forth unto us in the Holy Scripture.” 


In another place he fays, that we are to ar- 
rive at the meaning of the Articles, By ana- 
« lyſing the propoſitions, and ſcanning the lite- 
ce ral and grammatical ſenſe, to which we are 
<« bound to keep us, both by the law of learn- 
«ing, and by the Declaration of King Charks 

yd: to our Articles,” 


See Tracts concerning Predeftination, &c. Cu 1719. 
p. 201. 139. 5 


bet 
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FroM theſe and various other proofs that 
might be produced, it ſeems as clear as moſt 
points in hiſtory, that this Declaration is King 
Charles's ;' and no leſs than your great autho- 
rity could make one heſitate a moment about 
it. But this is not the point: what ſurpriſes 
me, is the difference between the copies of. a 
Declaration ſo well known in the world; that 
yours ſhould want paſſages which mine con- 
tains, and have others . are Wer 
in mine *. f 1 


In yours, it ſeems, his Majeſty does 8. a 
that He cauſed a Declaration, made and pub- 
« liſhed by himſelf, for the purpoſes mentioned 
« jn the Proclamation, to be printed and pub- 
« liſhed along with the Thirty-ni ine Articles.” 
p. 132, note. 


Bur in mine, FER hath made him 
ſpeak to this purpoſe explicitly enough : 


« WE r therefore, upon mature Jelibera- 
« tion, and with the advice of ſo many of our 
* Biſhops, as might conveniently be called to- 


See Dr. Z. Grey's Examination of the e Volume * 
a Puritans, p. 100 — 103. 
9 gether 


6 TO THE /AUTHOR OF. 


<< gether, thought fit to make this Deelaration 
*; following : That the Articles of the Church 
© of: England (which have been allowed and 
< authorised heretofore, and which gy 
generally have ſubſcribed. unto) do contain 
©. the, true doctrine of the Church of England, 
et agreeable to God's word ; which we do there- 
fore ratiße and confirm, requiring all our 
loving ſubjects to continue; in the uniform 
« profeſſion thereof, and prohibiting the leaſt 
« difference from the ſaid Articles, which to 
ee that end we command to be reprinted, and this 
% our Declaration to be publifted therewith.” 


Ix this paragraph bad been in your copy of 
On Declaration, I think it muſt have ſatisfied 
your demands upon his Majeſty in the preſent 
point; elſe, notwithſtanding your great accu- 
racy and clearneſs, I am ſo unfortunate as not 


to conceive what they « ATE. 


On 90 other hand, e is a pretty remark- 
able particular in this Declaration as you Bade it, 
which J cannot diſcover in the common im- 
preſſions of it. For in page 132, in the note 
Wy referred to, you tell us: That this De- 


« claration was — along with theſe re- 
te printed 
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printed Articles, appears from Bir ola Ei- 


„ herd ſpesch in parliament the Janadry! fol- 


« Jowing, who cites it thus: It is ſaid (namely 


* in à Declaration he had juſt mentioned) if 
there be any difference of opinion concerning 
t the” fauſonable' (perhaps reaſonable) interpre- 


tation f the Thirty - nine Articles, the Biſnops 
4 and Clergy in the Conpotation: have power 
k lad cog it and to order which way they 

<«, pleaſe Nh (ay you) this particiiter 14 ar- 
40 tualh 10 be found i in his N 


« as ue ann les f. 


eln Got nos tale sd do f An 
AIs Melt) in De Deren, as I have it, 
Hays ! © That We ur Iupwerne Governour of 
« we Church ef England: and what if any dif- 
— ax4(6 oabout uherex ternal policy con- 
i: comnits inn ion, Canons, or other conſti- 
cr qutions'! whitſocrer cheratd belonging, the 
* Clergy in"their \Convecetibazis to order; and 
* ſoetle hem having fiſſtsobta mad leave under 
c r röall - fehl ſo to do n we approving 
« pheir Haid ordinances uml uon ſtitutions; Pro- 
er Vided cht none be mr oOntary to the Jaws 
x« ax taſtoltiviof the land. That out of bur 
„ 6 


« the 
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ee the work which is proper unto them, the 
d Biſhops and Clergy, from time to time in 
1 Convocation, upon their humble deſire, ſhall 
ec have licence under our broad ſeal, to delibe- 
e made plain by them, and aſſented unto by Us, 
* ſhall concern the ſettled continuance of the 
e doctrine and diſcipline of the Church of Eng- 
land now eſtabliſned; from which we will 
-* got endure any varying or departing, in the 
e 1 ae and 2? 
Taz part 0 the Declaration 150 aledged 
impowers the: Biſhops, and Clergy. in Convoca- 
tion; under certain; limitations, 0 lorder and 
ſettle this erer mal poliqp oi the Church concern- 
ing im ln, runot, or other conſtitutions 
thereto belonging; that is, belonging to the 
enrernal policy of the Church. Bat with regard 
to its Acrrine and eſential di ſaipline, it impow- 
ets them only to act as guardians under the 
King ; to deliberate of and to do all ſuch things 
with his conſent and approbation, as might con- 
Ne nab er « S097 
any varying of r departing 0 bat degree. - 


913-2 Tue 


_— 
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_ Tas reſtrictions, to which they were ſub- 
jeR, are ſuch, as not to leave them at liberty 
in either caſe. te order. which way they pleaſed. 
If they varied any thing in the external policy of 
the Church, the King was to judge how far 
their variation was expedient, and to give or 
deny authority to it. In the dactrine of the 
Church he declares he will admit of no varia- 
tion from what was already eſtabliſhed. In 
this reſpect they were commiſſioned no farther, 
than to ſtudy. the beſt means of maintaining 
and ſecuring, what was ordered and * to 
their hands. a 


N ow what they were to order and ſettle, 1s 
ſo different from what they were to guard and 
ſecure," that it could not poſſibly have eſcaped 
the notice of ſo exact a critic,, ho perfectly 
underſtands, and wiſhes others to obſerve, The 
diſtinction between a Canon and an Article, See 
p- 103. note x. - FI 


Wuen therefore you inform us, That the 
particular mentioned in Sir John Elliot's ſpeech 
(a power delegated to the Biſhops and Clergy 
in Convocation to order which way they pleaſed 

- C concerning 
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concerning the interpretation of the Thirty- nine 
Articles) that this is actually to be found in his 
Majeſty's Declaration, as ue ' now have it, you 
"muſt mean as you have it, in ſome copy of the 
Declaration which you eſteem moſt authentic; 
for in the common books this particular is _ 
Wits not to _ found: * | 


Fl being gin wake, 4 both /Dotharations, 
as well that prefixed to the Thirty-nine Articles, 
as that from Breda, have been corrupted ; I 
hope your admirable ſagacity will enable you, 
and your great juſtice incite you, to detect the 
falſißers of them, and bring theſe offenders 
to «puniſhment. He indeed, who has only 
ſuppreſſed a royal permiſſion to the Biſhops 
and Clergy to order which way they pleaſe, may 
be recommended to mercy ; but if the other 
can be apprehended, who hath ſtolen away 
the Quite new model of the Church of England, 
he will deſerve the utmoſt ſeverity of your * pen 
at its next Auto da fe. 


I there be farving, as well as burning, let it be re- 
« membered that there are likewiſe <vriting inquiſitions.” 
See Eſſay on Eſtabliſhments in Religion, p. 130. 


BuT 
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Bur let us deſcend from royal to private 
enn ene, e 7 


You ſay, p. 30, note c. of the Confeſſional; 

« Tus late Biſhop Conybeare, in his famous 
« ſubſcription Sermon, argues from the conſent 
« required by the Apoſtles to their doctrines, 
« to the conſent required by AR SEA 
„ governours to — artic 


Bisnor CoNYBEARE is apt to lay a ſure 
foundation, and to build regularly and firmly 
upon it. His ſtile and manner of building ate 
indeed, as Maſters differ, not much like the 
Confeſſional ; but ſuch as they are in his other 
productions, ſach they appear in this Sermon; 
in which, as I have it, there is not any the leaſt 
trace of ſuch argumentation, as is here imputed 
to him. And yet, as a true ſcholar does not 
judge of a diſcourſe by reading only the title or 
text; nor a fair critic report, that it contains, 
what it does not contain: here is a difficulty 
which I know not how to ſolve; unleſs by ſup- 
poſing, that the current editions of this famous 
Sermon are not genuine; or were ſuperſeded | 


by a later, in which the Biſhop changed his 
C 2 | whole 
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whole ſyſtem; and, not being ſo happy in 
changing as Dr. Whitby, fell into abſurdity 
in his Loft Thoughts. See preface to the firſt 
edit. oy Conf. 5. xxxii. note. 


Som. wil think 1 hats ſuppoſed 0 is 
very unlikely. But it is probable, ſays an 
Ancient, that many things may happen con- 
trary to probability. I ſhall therefore beg 
leave to recur again to the ſame hypo- 
thelis,: it being again "wanted, in en of 
Dr. Whterlztd: | 


Fon p. 310, having accuſed Biſhop Ga- 
derſon of juſtifying prevarication in a Caſe of 
Conſcience which he determined, you then quote 

4 paſſage from Dr. Waterland, and ſubjoin: 

This Caſe of Conſcience, however, was in 

print before Waterland was born, and 

what is more, he ive it was. One may 
<charitably hope indeed, be did not ſuſpect it 

* 4 defending prevatieation; otherwiſe he 
would hardly have recommended theſe nine 

« Caſes of Dc in his Advice —— 

cc _— - 5 227 


„ee ne Poetic ck. III 


In 
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In conſulting my edition of Dr. Waterland's 
Advice-to young Students, I find the * 
m n ee geh | 


ce 1 W 5 8 are admirable 
« books, and ſhould be ſtudied carefully; they 
« are an excellent foundation for caſuiſtical 
« Divinity, and to them. may be added Sander- 
« ſon's Prele&1ons, and Placette of Conſcience.” 


Tus is all that Dr. Waterland ſays of Biſhop 
Sanderſon in his Advice to young Students; and 
if he erred in this {light recommendation of a 
writer, whom the great Mr. Boyle fo much ad- 
mired as a cafuiſt, he erred in recommending 
only one of his books, namely his Prelections, 
| publiſhed by the Biſhop himſelf; from which 
his Nine Caſes of Conſcience are as diſtin a work, 
| as Mr. Collins's H:fforical and critical Eſay on 
the Thirty-nine Articles, which you ſeveral times 
quote, and ſeem in ſome reſpects to approve of, 
is diſtinct from his Grownds and Reaſons of the 
Chrifttan Religion. What then ſhall we fay, 
when the moſt charitable man in the world fo 
ſtrongly inſinuates, that Dr. Waterland . hath 
miſled our lettered youth by recommending to 


14 To THE AUTHOR or 
wem falſe morality? Shall we ſay, that in 
ſome meaſure it hath fared with the writer of 
the Confeſſional, as it did with“ William 
Rainoldes, who in confu ting popery - became 

a papiſt ; | 
The victor flying to the vanquiſh'd fide ;" ; 


= that our grave cenſor hath chaſtiſed prevari- 
cation, till he himſelf is fallen in love with her, 
or with one of her near kindred, not more re- 
putable than ſhe? Forbid it virtue! and let the 
bright example of his own chariiy teach us bet- 
ter things; let the fault be laid where it ought, 
on the common editions of Dr. Waterland's 
works; which in ſome articles are defective, as 

is plain by this, and in others dedundaat, as * A 
| pears by the following inſtance. mY | 


. Pact 179, you cite this paſſage from his 
Caſe of Arian ſubſcription. * The ſenſe. of the 
« compilers, barely conſidered, is not always 
< to beobſerved ; but fo far only, as the natural 
<« and proper ſignification of words, or the in- 


* See Heylin's Coſmography under article Britain, and 
Dr. Alabaſter's epigram on this ſubject there quoted and 
tranſlated. See alſo Delectus epigrammatum, Lond. 1686. 


8 tention 
O 
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«tention of the impoſers | binds it upon us.” 
You add, By impoſers, I apprehend, muſt be 
« meant the miniſterial impoſers, that is, the 
« Biſhops, they being the perſons appointed by 
« law to take this ſecurity of ſubſcription, on 
e behalf of the Church.” 


"Taz Dodtor, p * 11, begins a chapter with 
two ſentences, which immediately precede the 
paſſage cited by you, on thus explains himſelf: 


« By compilers 1 mean thoſe that Garin 
« the creeds, articles, or other forms received 
*« by our Church. By impeſers I underſtand 
« the governours in Church and State we the 


« time being. 


Now the Biſhops not being our gòvernours 
in Church and State for the time being, it is evi- 
dent that the Doctor could not confine his view 
to them, when he e compoſed this, and in- 
deed ſome of the following * chapters. He 
muſt, with the ſame ill luck as the good Bi- 
ſhop whom we lately mentioned, have had his 


* See the Caſe of Arian ſubſripton p. 36, 39. 2 


* 


Plea xiv. &c. 


716 ro rar ron or 


for him. The writer of the Confeſſional; is 
too fair and candid to mike a text of his own, 
and then with much triumph and pleaſantry for 
ſeveral pages, to comment _ it 8 urid 


_, Give me leave, Sir, now to 2 my WR 
apprehenſions, that you yourſelf have not always 
been well uſed in the edition which T have of 
your learned work, printed - in this current 
year; there being paſſages in it, which make 
you unſay in one place, what you have faid in 
another. For THE; 


'£C\ 
* = = 


Warn you are cs 3 Biſhop Bur- 
net, who believed our Articles to have been 


framed by Cranmer and Ridley, you repre- 
ſent it as an Wen mant by whom they 
were compoſed; and add: under this un- 
« certainty, who can pretend to ſay with what 
<« temper they were compoſed, or by what 
% views or conſiderations the compoſers were 


« influenced ?” p. 134. 


n N againſt Dr. Nichols, 
_ thinks that the Articles were purpoſely 
drawn 
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drawn up in general terms, becauſe they, who 
compiled and firſt ſubſcribed them, were * 
—— _—— is Ws * 


« BuT mark: hate A plain tale vil deſtroy 
« this ſpecious hypotheſis. The Articles were 
« compiled by Cranmer; and at.moſt with the 
« help of one or two of his particular friends; 
« and theſe out of all doubt were of one 
« mind.” p. 152. N r 


Tubus in the courſe of twenty pages, it is, 
ficlt, uncertain by whom the Articles were com- 
poſed ;. and then, ſecondly, as certain, that they 
were compiled by Cranmer; and at moſt with 
the help of one or two of his particular friends. 
And in the progreſs of the work it is aſſerted 
that, © The preſumptive proof is very ſtrong, - 
that Cranmer was the ſole Dun. of. King 
4 Edward's Articles. * RR 


eu Pn BRASS nl a Gene. 
the conſiſtent writer of the Confeſſional ? I muſt 
rather believe that he hath truſted the publiſh- 
ing of his work to a friend, who not having fa- 


gxciey- to diſcern dhe fine connection of the 
| D ſeveral 


18 TO THE AVTHOR OF 
ſeveral parts, and the arderly train of reaſoning, 
that prevails throughout, hath now. and then 
thrown in ſomewhat af his own, and thus un- 
WP hath marred, what he — to mend. 


Tux in inſtance, though i in a matter 
of pa, great. moment, icems fully ta juſtify the 
fuppolition ; . . 


Pact 167. In an argument levelled againſt 
Dr. Bennet, I find this remark upon ſome po- 
| fition of the ſaid Doctor: that it is © contrary 

MW his repeated interpretations in his direc- 
<« tions, againſt the confinement of the words 
c themſelves ; and 2 to bis Majefiy's 
cc ' Decleratjon,” £4 ths: 


Pa laſt argument cannot be yours ; who 
have repeatedly denied all authority to this De- 
claration; who have told us that © this refeript 
« is of no manner of validity,” p. 216. that, 
« qohatever weight it might have had in its day, 
i bar evidently been of no" force for above an 
Wo rh ag p. 9. 


NE a ig. 


_ —— — Dr. Bennet 
lived; 
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lived 5 or how long the Deelatation was in force; 
and ſo might Haftily urge its authority againſt 
him in aggravation of his error. But you your- 
ſelf could not rebuke him in this ſtile. The 
Declaration, you well know, hath had its day ; 
and hath now loſt not only all authority, but 
even commer ſenſe, by archre ee Herige 


 Condemn'd to all eternity at once, 
At ninety-nine an ancient and a dunce. 
Ses p. 133. 


The truth of what is ſuppoſed above will be- 
come ſtill more notorious by 2 another example : 


Tur xii Articte fas, „We ought to judge 
« thoſe lawfully called and ſent, which be choſen 


* nd called to this work [of the Miniſtry] by | 
men who have public authority given unto 


„them in the Congregation to call and ſend 
& Miniſters.” 3 


pee which; it ſeems, Dr. Nicholls hath 
obſerved: « There can be no doubt made, but 
* that by public authority was meant the au- 


„ 
1 " 
"IP n We De- 


@."* P 
Ki 4h Oy: 


, > : 8 
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Vo ſubjoin: „ But if no doubt can be 
made of this, what {hall we ſay of thoſe 
« ſubſcribers who certainly, were wedded to 
Calvins form of Charch-diſcipline ? Can 
« any one ſay they held no opinion diverſe 
from this interpretation? or can any one 
* think that they would agree to the paſſ- 
« ing this Article, but that they thought it 
was conceived in fuch general terms that 
ce they might ſubſcribe it with a good con- 
_ r and without equivocation? | 


. Tuer are Br. Nicholls's own queſtions, 
* and any, one has juſt as much right en | 
4 them 2 as be had.” p. 160. 1 


1191 * 


. o W 21 2 s be " 


X W ha queſtions oxiginally were, 

they are here adopted AS Juſt and pertinent with 
reſpect to the xxiii Article, and are 
with reaſonings to the ſame purpoſe. 


"Ks maten therefore are here! ſtated, we 
are inſtructed: 


A Sc 1885 2 


I. THAT thats 5 of — — bg 
wedded to Calvin's rom 
vor | | 2, THAT 


N 


— - 
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2. THAT certainly ſome of the firſt ſubſeri- 


bers were; and theſe ſubſcribers had their 


weight and influence, in . ns 
Articles. 7 3604 : emmqialimd- enn 1 1 


* ws 5 21 


3. Tuar t theſe firſt ſubſcribers were men of 
conſcience, hating equixocation, who. would 
not have ſubſcribed to any ＋ but e 


4. HERE is an Article drawn up in ſuch ge- 
neral terms, 3 of diverſe opinions may 
aſſent to it; both the Epiſcopalian, who 
colitends that che authority of appointing Mi- 
niſters is in the Biſhop; and the Profbyterian, 
who aſſerts it is in the Elders of the Church; 
may ſubſcribe it with a good conſcience, and 

'equivocation.” on * Io A e I. 


SHE et 0 Sli 100 7 hj,˖jj 


Lier us now take a viewv of uind - 
ters as laid before us in 1 of che 
Confeſſional. mot Danna ry 41ty ? 


«131-1 410 Mr 

« Tux Articles were compiled by Cran- 

W at moſt with the help of one or 

«< two of his particular friends j and theſe out 
d of all doubt were of one mind.” p. 152. 

TART © CRANMER 


2 
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- \Cxanuer' therefore may be conſidered, as 
he is in another place, at the fole compiler of 
then ; Ho poſſibly might not object to Calvin's 
form of Church · diſcipline: but where do we 
2 e ere ee 


a, 45 nt 3. 


2. . TE firſt fubſcribers had no Givodict 6 
thority in ratifying the Articles; their att 
buſineſs was 16 dne hem. p. 152. 


3 N 850 eee ee 
this matter ealy ;, and with a view to 
theſe the majority was xeady to comply, and 
to ſubſcabe without 1 their own primer 


een P- 13350 a 7 

** No Article was | ably . FEY 
general terms; for if ſome of theſe Articles 
te, we deſire to know whieh of them ? and how 
« the Agticles, which wee purpeſely fo drawn 
C up, may be diſtinguiſhed from theſe which 
e were not? p. 151. 
ene ee bin au TP 1 
20 * Tur de es dnl ut in- 
n tein %o owe? 


et 


arg tba onotoomrw en is 19 
TIMHAAND who THAT 


1 Tuar ſuch latitude: was really deſigned, 


f hath expreſſed himſelf on this bead: * 
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* never. bas ben, der eier ein be groved.” 
P. 220. * 1 Denen * 


f | | e 4 n r 3:15 2 
Turk ſeems to be ſuch — 4 
tween theſe repreſentations, that I cannot other- 


friend the Publiſher into the drama: who, as 
we may reaſanable. judge, again makes his ap- 
pearance. on the ſtage. to utter the Following 
eee eee 


Ene 20.06 ak 1 
« thought even the imputation of idolatry, oc- 
« caſioned by the warſbip of the Son, a. ſuffi- 
re 

© Subſtance wich the Father to the Creeds ans 

« Chriſtian Churches.” p. 100. . 8 > 


1 G 


A 


of the Articles, &c. p. 3. 


i Tux n were at firſt 
* occafianed by the prevarications of Hereticks ; 


* who, haviog, put ſenſes favouring, their opi- 


c nions 


4 TO HE AUTHOR OR 
e nions on the ſimpler terms in which the firſt 
r 
© neceſſary to add more expreſs words. And 
e this was abſolutely neceſſary as to ſome points; 
* for it being neceſſary to ew'that the Chriſ- 
tian Religion did not bring in that idolatry 

% which it condemned in heathens, it was alſo 
e neceflary to ſtate this matter fo, thit it 
<<: ſhoulF appear that they worthipped no crea- 
te ture; but that the perſon to whom all agreed 
to pay Divine adoration was truly God; and 
te it being found that an equivocation was uſed 
a in all other words except that of the ſame Sub- 
. fance, they judged" it neceffary to f̃r on it, 
ee heſides ſome other words "that. they at firſt 
«brought in, but which were afterwards cor- 
“ rupted by the gloſſes that were put on them. 
« At all times it is very neceſſary to free the 

« Chriſtian Religion from the imputations of 
« ;dolatry ; but this was never ſo neceſſary, as 
r when Chriſtianity' was engaged in ſuch a 
tes ſtruggle with paganiſm: and fince the main 
« article then in diſpute with the heathens 
Was idolatry, and the lawfiilneſs of worſhip- 
ping any beſides the Great and Eternal God, 


> "1 was of the Nui ts the Chriftian | 
| cc Cauſe, 
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« Cauſe, to take cate that the heathens might 
4 have no reaſon to believe-that they worſhip- 
« ped'a creatute. dere war therefore juſt rea- 
« fon given to ſecure this main point, and to put 
an end to equi vocation, by ęſtabliſbing a term, 
« anhieb; — PEP mire ali 
6 ew yes © uv 10-499 lt ori 
NAuw- gar acme) to 
a 
of all hen? Oy was brptaying the Jeſuit? Cera 
tainly not hOrant; für he quotes-part\.of the 
paragraph in which the words above cited are 
contained: nor playing the Jeſuit ; for who 1& 
ſucceſsful in catching prevaricators as he? But 
if a bfeat'&yededitot; who ſaw the leaſt where 
the light was ſtrongeſt, hath confuſed” himſelf 
about Biſhop: Burnet's opinion, and then) ven- 
tured t ihterpoſe his / own' judgement; what 
can the learned author do more, than la- 
ment; as perhaps his Venerable Mather may do, 
that he bath. truſted 2 diſingenuous or wrong- 
headed friend ? - - 4, A EO 


THe lime 2 as 1 imagine, wich 
the like diſcernment hath pronounced upon os 


* See Confeſſional; p- * . 
E meaning 


26 ro THE AUTHOR or 
compilers of the Articles; at which time, he 
aſſures us, it never ſignified 1 
* * iB 


: 1 2 


Fur rrdadlatian of heat Engliſh Bible, 
the Pſalter of which is ſtill retained, in the Book 
of Common Prayer, was ſet forth and uſed in 
the time King Henry the eighth, and Edward 
the fxtb'*, Theſe, I preſume, were the days of 
| the compriers, and that the word. Hell ſignified 
in their. days, as it 2 3 
es a as! vg I; 


* in the Great Bill, Job . 43- is 


</—qhus.xendered : litt d . 


01 . hyde me 
9 1 r 


77 


As che Plalter, Palm arr. — 


Thou, Lord, haſt brought my ſoule out 
te of hell; thou haſt kept my life from them 
0 . | 


ke The Order bows the Pfaltty is appointed to be read before 


AND 
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Axp Pfalm Ixxxix. 48. thus: | | 


% WHAT man nher an ſhall not 
ſe death? and ſhall N 
che hande of hell?“ 


As eee 
in Job by the word Hell meant not the place of 
torments, but either the grave, or the place or 
ſtate of the dead. And the fame thing is highly 
probable of the tranſlater of theſe and other 
paſſages of the Pſalms, where the grave is ſub- 
ſtituted for hell in the laſt tranſlation. - 


© conblent 1 aire thre of = Th 
« words hell and inferi never fignifying any. thing 
« in the days of the compilers but the. place of tor- 


„ments, (p. 182.) could, not procecd. from the 
judicious and knowing author, but muſt have 


been inſerted by ſomebody better verſed in The 
Hiſterical and Critical Eſſay on the Thirty-nine 
in old Engliſh tranſlations of the Bible, or in 
the Pſalter uſed in the eſtabliſhed Church. 


Our might indeed have expected a little ac- 
curacy from this Gentleman in ſpeaking of Dr. 
Clarke; 


28 TO THE AUTHOR OF 
Clarke; but, as if it were fatal to him to mit- 
take, he hath' ſet Dr. Clarke at variance with 
Dr. Bennet, Where they ate good friends. On 
the Article of Chriſt's deſcending into hell, Dr. 
Clarke, following Biſhop Pearſon, ſays, * « His 
ful departed into the ſtate of ſeparate ſouls.” 
This explication'of 'Bifhop Pearſon is admitted 
by Dr. Bennet,” who extfudes only | Bur fen 
"of the word bell, which fays, that by Bel is meant 
te gabe. The fame ſenſe of tlie word hell is 
| = rejected by Dr. Clarke; becauſe; fays he; 
according to this notion the inſerting of this 
latter part of the Article after the preceding 
« words Dead and "Buried would Have been 
x mere n Eb chen is Dr: Bennet 


| affirmed be in the eee v 164.” 


OVERTIIEITY 
Bui I vil not WY any karhher on your 
es unleſt it be to beg your kind 
_ direftions in ſpecifying to me, upon what parts 
af your own, or on what editions of the works 
of arbertj cited in the Conſeſſional, I may de- 
ae: Expoſition of the Church. Catechiſm, p. $8. 


Scriptare-Dogtrine, &c. 1 Edit. p. 421 
S 


| cles, P... 2 | 
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pend as genuine and authentic. If, after all, 1 


have the writings of theſe authors juſt as they 
intended to publiſh them, it is but the more ap- 
parent, that you have not been well treated by 
your publiſher; and that he hath adulterated 
your true ſterling with a baſer metal. 


You yourſelf © have not willingly and know- 


te ingly miſrepreſented any thing. You have | 


« cited authorities fairly and candidly.” p. 316. 


WHAT injury to theſe fair and candid inten- 
tions of ſo ſtout a Champion of the proteſtant 
cauſe, that ſomebody hath gone counter to them, 
even under the ſanction of your reſpectable name! 
That he hath repreſented things, not as they are, 


but as he thought moſt ſuitable to his purpoſe ; » 


and thus, with the fatality of a certain hero in 
the Tale of a Tub, who endeavoured as much as 
f poſſible to avoid his brother Peter, and yet was 


perpetually meeting him, hath run into the 


embraces of + Father Phillips ! 
Im, SIR, &e. 
+ See Confeſſional, 2d Edition, * 407» 
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